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REPLY BRIEF 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 41.41, Applicant responds to the 
Examiner's Answer mailed December 11, 2 007 as follows. 

At page 12, line 16: the Examiner's answer refers to 
Dickie's element 110 as a "display portion 110" and to Dickie's 
element 124 as a "status display portion 124." 

Applicant respectfully disagrees. Dickie consistently 
refers to element 110 as "display 110" and to element 124 as 
"status display 124." See, e.g., Dickie, paras. [0015], [0017]. 
Accordingly, elements 110, 124 are not "display portions." 
Rather, elements 110, 124 are "displays." 

At page 12, line 15 - 19: the Examiner's answer contends 
that because Dickie's "display 110" and "status display 124" are 
part of the "display system" of an "entire laptop, " "display 
110" and "status display 124" are parts or portions of a single 
"display . " 
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Applicant respectfully disagrees. While it is self-evident 
that a "display system" can have multiple displays, it does not 
logically follow that these multiple displays form a single 
"display." Instead, such multiple displays would appear to be 
part of a "display system." Indeed, as discussed in the Appeal 
Brief, this understanding is consistent with the usage in 
Dickie . 

Since claim 1 recites first and second display areas of a 
"display," claim 1 is not anticipated by Dickie. 

At page 12, line 19 - page 13, line 1: in support of the 

contention that Dickie's "display 110" is one part of a display 

and Dickie's "status display 124" is another part of the same 

display, the Examiner's answer contends that 

"the specification of the instant application 
(page 3, line 22-page 4, line 25) recites that 
v the display areas 14a and 14b can be separate...'" 

Applicant respectfully disagrees and instead contends that 
the cited portion of the specification supports Applicant's 
contention that one of ordinary skill would not reasonably 
consider Dickie's "display 110" and Dickie's "status display 
12 4" to be part of the same display. 

For the sake of convenience, the cited portion of the 
specification and a portion of the described FIG. 1 are now 
reproduced . 
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"The display 14 is coupled to the mobile computer 
12 and can have configurable display active areas 
such as a first display area 14a and a second 
display area 14b. ... Although the first display 
area 14a and the second display area 14b are shown 
as separate display areas, the two areas can 
overlap . " 
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Thus, both FIG. 1 and the cited portion of the 
specification are consistent with the interpretation that the 
recited first and second display areas are regions of a single 
display 14 and not separate displays. 

At page 11, line 1-11: the Examiner's Answer contends that 
Ohki supports the contention that a main display and a status 
display of a laptop computer "are actually two sections of one 
display." In support of this contention, the Examiner's Answer 
point's to Ohki ' s Abstract and para. [ 0065 ]-[ 0066 ] . 
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Applicant respectfully disagrees. As discussed previously, 

Ohki ' s Abstract describes that 

"[a]n electronic equipment is provided with a 
main display section, an auxiliary display 
section which displays status information of the 
electronic equipment, ..." See Ohki, Abstract. 

Thus, Ohki's main display section and auxiliary display section 

are two sections of "an electronic equipment," not two sections 

of one display as contended by the Examiner's Answer. 

As for Ohki's para. [ 0065 ]-[ 0066 ] , these too are now 

reproduced for the sake of convenience. 

"[0065] In addition, a cursor moving mechanism 
11, a keyboard 12 and an auxiliary display 
section 13 are provided on the main body 1, as 
shown in FIG. 3. A main display section 15 is 
provided on the lid member 3. The main display 
section 15 is provided at a position which is 
visible in the state where the lid member 3 is 
open . 

[0066] In this embodiment, the auxiliary display 
section 13 is provided at a position in a 
vicinity of the hinge part 2, and the auxiliary 
display section 13 is not visible when the lid 
member 3 is closed. However, the location of the 
auxiliary display section 13 is not limited to 
the position shown in FIG. 3. The auxiliary 
display section 13 may be provided at an 
arbitrary position on the main body 1 or, at an 
arbitrary position on the lid member 3 such as on 
a top surface of the lid member 3 on the opposite 
side of the main display section 15. Furthermore, 
the auxiliary display section 13 may be omitted." 
See Ohki, para. [ 0065 ]-[ 0066 ] . 
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These paragraphs do nothing to lead one of ordinary skill away 
from the express statement in the Abstract that Ohki ' s main 
display section and auxiliary display section are two sections 
of "an electronic equipment," rather than two sections of one 
display . 

At page 13, line 12 - page 14, line 13: the Examiner's 
Answer contends that : 

1) the phrase "powered on" is the same as "booted-up; " and 

2) the synchronization of data "when both devices are 
'powered on'" somehow occurs "during boot-up." 

Applicant respectfully disagrees and instead submits that 
the logical inconsistencies of these two contentions is 
illustrative of the deficiencies of the rejection. In 
particular, those of ordinary skill understand that a powered-on 
device is not necessarily boot ing -up . Indeed, given practical 
considerations, it would appear that the overwhelming majority 
of a device's time "powered on" occurs after boot-up is 
complete. The Examiner's Answer is consistent with this 
understanding when it equates "powered on" with the past tense 
"booted-up . " 
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However, claim 1 recites that data originating from a 
personal information device (PID) is displayed " during boot-up" 
of a mobile computer in a display of the mobile computer. Thus, 
the synchronization described in Dickie, which occurs when two 
different devices are "powered on, " does not necessarily occur 
"during boot-up." Instead, Dickie's synchronization would 
conveniently and conventionally occur after boot-up. 
Accordingly, claim 1 is not anticipated by Dickie. 



At page 14, line 3-9: the Examiner's Answer, perhaps 

aware of the deficiencies noted above, contends that: 

"Furthermore, one of ordinary skill in the art 
would know that if the PDA is connected to the 
laptop prior to booting up the computer, the 
information from the PDA will be displayed during 
the booting process, and that information 
originating from the laptop can be displayed in 
display area 110 whenever the laptop is turned 
on, i.e. after the laptop has been booted up; 
moreover, the status display 124 will always 
display information about the laptop both during 
and after boot-up." 

Thus, as best understood, the Examiner's Answer contends that 

Dickie inherently displays data from a PDA in status display 124 

both during and after boot-up. 



Applicant respectfully disagrees and instead submits that 
this represents unadultered speculation as to what occurs during 
the boot-up of Dickie's device. Such speculation is manifestly 



insufficient to establish anticipation. Indeed, it is well- 
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established that an inherency rejection requires that "the 
extrinsic evidence 'must make clear that the missing descriptive 
matter is necessarily present in the thing described in the 
reference, and that it would be so recognized by persons of 
ordinary skill. Inherency ... may not be established by 
probabilities or possibilities." See M.P.E.P. § 2112 (IV) 
(citing In re Robertson, 169 F.3d 743, 745 (Fed. Cir. 1999)) 
(emphasis added) . 

Finally, to the extent that the Examiner's Answer can be 
interpreted as taking Official Notice that Dickie's status 
display 124 "will always display information about the laptop 
both during and after boot-up, " applicant respectfully requests 
that evidentiary support for this contention be provided. 

At page 14, line 16-page 15, line 3: the Examiner's /Answer 
contends that Rafey's dynamic display of information in 
accordance with a user profile would make it obvious for those 
of ordinary skill to dynamically configure a size of Dickie's 
display 110 and status display 124. The rejection also contends 
that "dynamically sizing [a] display area according to user 
preferences is notoriously well known to one of ordinary skill 
in the art...'' At page 17, line 15 - page 18, line 2: the 
Examiner's Answer repeats these contentions. 
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Applicant would like to point out that the rejections of 
parent claims 1, 6, and 16 are based on the contention that 
Dickie's display 110 and status display 124 constitute "display 
areas." Dickie's first display 110 is mounted to a lid 
connected via a hinge to body 112 of a portable computer 104. 
Dickie's status display 124 can be a liquid crystal display 
(LCD) . 

Applicant respectfully submits that neither Rafey's 
disclosure, nor the "notorious" knowledge of those of ordinary 
skill, would lead those of ordinary skill to dynamically 
configure a size of either of Dickie's display 110 or status 
display 124. For example, Dickie's display 110 is mounted on 
hinges. Rafey does not describe how to dynamically configure a 
size of such a display and yet maintain such a hinge mounting. 
As another example, the LCD of Dickie's status display 124 would 
appear to have elements (such as electrodes) of fixed dimensions 
that are not amenable to dynamic configuration of size. 

If the examiner insists on maintaining the contention that 
Dickie's display 110 or status display 124 constitute "display 
areas, " applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner 
explain how these display areas are to be dynamically sized 
based on Rafey's disclosure or the notorious knowledge of those 
of ordinary skill. 
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At page 15, line 19-page 16, line 18: the Examiner's 
Answer contends that there is a single device in Roskowski that 
both stores video and computer graphic information in a single 
buffer and processes a mode even that causes a switch between 
displaying the video information and displaying the computer 
graphic information. At page 17, line 5-14: the Examiner's 
Answer repeats these contentions . 

Applicant respectfully disagrees. As discussed in the 
appeal brief, there are two different approaches described by 
Roskowski, namely, the prior art and Roskowski ' s own approach. 
See, e.g., Roskowski, col. 3, line 49-52 (describing that 
Roskowski's FIG. 1 illustrates the prior art); col. 4, line 51- 
52 (describing that Roskowski's FIG. 2 illustrates the "present 
invention" ) . 

In the prior art: 

-video information is transferred to a first frame buffer 
14, whereas computer graphical information is transferred to a 
second frame buffer 16 (See id., col. 4, line 1-8); and 

-the selection of information from the two different frame 
buffers 14 and 16 for display requires a switching arrangement 
18. See id., col. 4, line 8-11. 
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In Roskowski ' s "present invention:" 

-a single frame buffer arrangement stores all the video 
information and the computer graphics information. See, e.g., 
id., col. 5, line 26-30. In other words, a frame in Roskowski ' s 
buffer can alternate between processor information and video 
source information on a pixel-by-pixel basis (See e.g., id., 
col. 4, line 67-col. 5, line 4); and 

-Roskowski includes a single mode in which both processor 
and video source pixels are displayed. (See e.g., id., col. 6, 
line 10-18 (describing that attribute bits are stored at reach 
row to allow the type of pixel stored at a location to be 
determined) ) . 

Further, the features of these two different approaches are 
incompatible with one another. For example, when video and 
computer graphics information are stored in a single frame 
buffer, there is no need for Roskowski ' s mode- switching 
arrangement to switch between reads from different buffers. 
Instead, the reads from a single buffer are identical, 
regardless of whether video or computer graphics information is 
being read. 

Thus, nothing in Roskowski would make it obvious for one of 
ordinary skill to use Roskowski ' s mode switching arrangement 
when video and computer graphics information are read from a 
single buffer. Accordingly, even if Roskowski were combined 
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with Dickie, one of ordinary skill would not arrive at an 
apparatus that is configured to process a mode event that causes 
a switch between the display of first and second data from a 
frame buffer in first and second display areas, as recited in 
claims 6 and 43 . 

At page 14, line 11-16, page 15, line 5-11, and page 16, 
line 19-page 17, line 4: the Examiner's Answer repeatedly 
contends that Dickie's "display 110" and "status display 124" 
are a single display. 

Applicant disagrees for the reasons set forth above. 

For these reasons, and the reasons stated in the Appeal 
Brief, Applicant submits that the final rejection should be 
reversed . 

No fees are believed due at this time. Please apply any 
charges or credits to Deposit Account No. 06-1050. 
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